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ragi, maize, gram and "other foodgrains and pulses"; and among the
commercial crops, it includes linseed, sesamum, rapeseed, mustard
seed, castor seed, groundnuts, sugar-cane, cotton, jute, indigo,
coffee, tea and tobacco. The indices are constructed by applying
to the output of each of these crops, adjusted for changes in terri-
torial coverage, the average prices for the quinquennium 1924-29
to 19284929.
As a result of the more comprehensive coverage of food crops by
Mr. Blyn, his indices avoid the very serious distortions caused by
applying an unduly high weight to the commercial crops, as was
the case with the fairly long-term (1909 to 1935) series on the volume
of agricultural output prepared by Dr. D. B. Meek for a paper he
read before the Royal Statistical Society in 1937.10 In Chapter II
of his study, Mr. Blyn has described in detail the sources and the
methods used in his calculations. It is indeed a pity that this
important study is not yet available in a printed form.
Blyn's index numbers ending in 1945-46 have been linked to esti-
mates of the volume of agricultural production for later years for the
Republic of India.
cal Study of Output and Trends, (unpublished manuscript, South Asia Regional
Studies Department, University of Pennsylvania, 1951).
The summary results of Blyn's study were cited by Daniel Thorner in his
paper "Long-term Trends on Output in India," in Kuznets, S. S., ed., Economic
Growth : Brazil, India and Japan (Duke University Press, 1955), pp. 120-124.
10 The upward bias given by applying higher weights to commercial crops is
obvious if Blyn's index numbers of total agricultural output are compared with
Meek's :
1909-1915     1916-1925     1926-1935
Meek's data	100	105	112
Blyn's data	100	102	104
This difference is largely explained by the inadequate coverage of foodgrains
and hence a relatively much higher ^eigfct given to commercial crops by Meek;
foodgrains were given a weight of 68 and other crops of 32 for the period,
1909-1915. If Blyn's data on foodcrops and commercial crops are combined using
Meek's weights, then the resulting index numbers would be : 104 for 1916-1925
and 109 for 1926-1935—that is slightly lower than Meek's indices. The slight
difference is in part the result of Blyn's more comprehensive coverage of crops
and of adjustments for territorial changes. For Meek's paper, see "Some Mea-
sures of Economic Activity in India" Journal of the Royal Statistical Society,
Part III, 1937, Table II, p. 369.

